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THE ARMOURY. 


A Hallving Cord for the Times. 


UP! up! and be doing—ye men of the Lord, 

Seize helmet, and breastplate, the shield and the sword. 
No longer be taunted and dared to the fight, 

But draw, and contend for the Gospel with might. 

See what insults are offered, what lengths they will try, 
And still we are silent—and still pass them by— 

Oh! sure there’s a limit! Oh! sure there’s a line 
Which brave men can honor—and wise men define ! 
They b ard us with titles - they mock us with vests, 
Some pageant the eye at each corner arrests : 

They parade forth their rites, and their worship abhorr’d, 
Denying the Christ-hood of Jesus our Lord. 


O Land of the Bible! O Land of the Free! 

How long shall we let such indignities be ? 

How long shall the Pope and his cardinals tread 

Where, for Christ and His gospel, our Martyrs have bled ? 
How long shall this state of negation remain 

And be on our Protestant honour a stain ? 

Shall we that by grace are call’d forth to the light, 

Sit cowering and skulking like birds of the night ? 

Oh! where are our Gideons and Jephthahs—Oh! where, 
The leaders with hearts both to do, aud to dare: 

And where are the noble three-hundred, that lap 

In such haste to go forward, and stand in the gap ? 


Who willin-ly offer themselves to the Lord, 
And give up their lives for the truth of His word ? 
And when shall the trumpet be sounded, that calls 

To meet for the doom that on Babylon falls ? 

And the heavenly armies in battle array 

Come forth with “ the sword of the spirit” to slay ? 
And the Beast and the prophet of whoredom and lies 
Be taken, and thrown where the worm never dies ? 

O brethren! to piay and to sit on the ground 

Is never the way for success to abound— 

But up and be doing what prayer hopes to gain; 
This—this is the method your ends to attain. 
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stlixed SMarringes, Protestant and Ronan 
Gutholic. 
A vERY important case has been before our chief Courts 
in reference to the elncation of children 
the father being a Protestant. The Hon. Harriet Agar Ellis, a 
daughter of Lord Camoys, a Roman Catholic, married the Hon. 
Leopold Agar Lllis, a Protestant. Mr. Ellis was told before 
marriage that it was the ‘law of the Romish Church that no Roman 


Catholic was allowed to marry a Protestant except upon an express 


agreement or promise by such Protestant that all the children o¢ 


the marriage should be brought up as Roman Catholics,” thus 
violating the law of England. ‘The case also shows the danger of 
such mixed marriages. The Scriptural rule is forgotten, ‘“ Be not 
unequally yoked.” It would appear from the pleadings that 
although Mr. Ellis consented to this, there was an understanding 
with his wife, that he would be allowed to educate the children in 
the Protestant faith, and accordingly he has all along used his best 
efforts to bring up his children in the Church of England. But, 
unknown to him, there was a priest behind the mother directing he 
in all stages of the education of the children till at last the 
children, unknown to the father, were taken to the Romish Church, 
and even to the Confessional. No doubt when it was considered by 
the priests that the children were well instructed in Romish 
doctrines, they directed the mother to urge upon the children no 
longer to go with the father to the Protestant Church. For on the 
children refusing to accompany their father to church, his eyes 
seemed to have been opened to the deception they had practised 
for several years, and matters came to a crisis. He was obliged to 
make his own children wards of Court in order to protect them. 4 fter 
long and able arguments on both sides, the Court has decided that the 
father has the right to bring up his children in the Protestant faith. 
The case is so very important that we give the judgment of the 
Court :-— 


Lord Justice James deliverered the judgment of the Court as 
follows :—The material facts of this case are few and undisputed. 
On the treaty for a marriage afterwards contracted between a 
gentleman and a lady of different religious persuasions, the gentleman 
promised the wife and her friends that any children born of the 


in the religion of 
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matriage should be brought up in the lady’s religious faith. 
There is some controversy between the parties as to whether 
this promise was not subject to or qualified by some private 
understanding between the husband and wife. But for the purposes 
of this judgment, it is assumed to be an absolute, unconditional, 
and unqualified promise. After the marriage and immediately 
after the birth of the first child, the husband was minded to 
retract that promise and break that engagement, and from that 
time he has adhered, without the slightest wavering, to his 
determination that the children, of whom there are three girls, 
of ages varying at the time of the eommencement of these 
proceedings from ‘4 to 12} years, should be brought up in his 
faith. The mother conceived herself to be warranted in dis- 
regarding her husband's express and positive wishes and commands 
as to the religious education of her daughters, and availed herself 
of all the opportunities afforded by the relations between a mother 
and daughters, who had never been separated, not only to 
impress their minds with the great cardinal truths and the religious 
and moral duties common to both modes of faith, but to instruct 
and indoctrinate them, so far as they were capable of receiving 
them, with the peculiar tenets constituting the characteristic 
difference of her own Church, and to accustom them, as a matter 
of religious duty, to the performance of certain religious acts, 
the practical expression of those peculiar tenets, such as the 
adoration of the Virgin, the invocation of patron saints, and the 
practice of confession. It is not denied that this was done 
without the knowledge of the husband, except that he must, it is 
suggested, have known that these girls of tender years were in 
the habit of saying their morning and evening prayers at their 
mother’s knee. Under the influence of this teaching, the children 
at last broke into open revolt against the father, and positively 
refused to obey his directions to go, as they had previously done, 
to his Church. Upon this the father determined to remove the 
children from his home and place them under tuition with persons 
of his own creed, to the end that they might be properly instructed 
therein, and further determined to prevent the access of the mother 
unless she promised not to speak to them on religious subjects. 
Hence the petition of the mother complaining of this threatened 
separation, and the suit at the instance of the father making the 
children wards of the Court, and, in effect, seeking the assistance of 
the Court in the performance of his duty and the exercise of his 
rights as father. On the wife’s petition it appeared to the Court 
unnecessary to hear the respondent’s counsel. As between the 
husband and wife, it is manifest that the wife could not, by a course 
of consistent and persistent disobedience to the husband’s wishes and 
commands, give herself any right. It was conceded by counsel, 
and, in truth, it is on principle and authority settled so as to be 
beyond question or argument, that the ante-nuptial promise is, 
in point of law, absolutely void. The husband had in the plainest 
terms expressed his determination so to treat it, and to assert-and 
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act upon his Icgal rights, the performance of which he is entitled to 
to say he conceives to be his paramount paternal duty. As between 
the husband and the wife, therefore, the question is to be determined 
as if there had never b en any such promise, and just as if she or 
her husband had embraced a new faith after the marriage. In these 
circumstances there can, in our judgment, be no question that it is 
the husband’s undoubted legal right to remove his children from 
the influence of a mother who is avowedly using that influence to 
th« art his wishes ard plans as to their religious training and educa- 
tion, and to impose as a condition of her access to them a promise 

that she would not use that access for a purpose prohibited and 
lawfully prohibited by him, and that the wife, therefore, has failed 

to show any legal ground in support of her petition. But the main 
argument before us has been, and has properly been not on any ques- 

tion of conflict of rights between husband and wife, for there can 

be no such conflict as to the education of children, but as beween 
the father and the children themselves, or as between the father 
and the law which is bound to protect the children from any abuse 
of the parental power. It is conceded that by the law of 
this country the fatber is undoubtedly charged with the educa- 

tion of his children. The right of the father to the custody 

and control of his children is one of the most sacred of rights. 

No doubt, the law may take away from him this right or may 

interfere wih his exercise of it, just as it may take away his 
life or his property or interfere with his liberty, but it must be for 
some sufficient cause known to the law. He may have forfeited 
such parental right by moral misconduct or by the profession of im- 
moral or irreligious opinions deemed to unfit him to have the charge 
of any child at all ; or he may have abdicated such right by a course 
of conduct which would make a resumption of his authority capri- 
cious and cruel towards the children. But, in the absence of some 
conduct by ‘he father entailing such forfeiture or amounting to such 
abdication, the Court has never yet interfered with the father’s legal 
right. It is a legal right with, no doubt, a corresponding legal duty. 
But the briach, or intended breach of that duty must be proved by 
legal evidence before that right can be rightfully interfered with. 
But it is contended that he does inte: d to commit such a breach of 
Jis duty, because he is about to disregard the considerations on 
which several eminent Judges have considered themselves bound to 
act in dealing with infants under the jurisdiction of the Court. In 
“ Stourton y. Stourton’’ (8 “ D. M. G.,” 760), Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce said (p. 767), “‘At the close of the argument, I was unable 
to consider it otherwise than very possible that, notwithstanding the 
early age of this boy, his mother, a convert, might so ‘effectually 
have availed herself of the full opportunity afforded by the mater- 
nal relations as to have made religious impressions on his mind to a 
depth and an extent rendering dangerous and improper any attempt 
at important changes in them. It was my opinion, accordingly, and 
that, also, of my learned brother, that we should have an inter- 
view with the lad.” After stating what passed at the interview, 
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Lord Justice Knight Bruce added that the boy spoke in 9 
manner “ convincing me that the Protestant seed sown in 
his mind has taken such hold that if we are to suppose it 
to contain tares, they cannot be gathered up without 
great danger of rooting up also the wheat with them. Upon much 
consideration, I am of opinion that the child’s tranquillity and health, 
his temporal happiness, and, if that can exist apart from spiritual 
welfare, his spiritual welfare also, are too likely now to suffer impor- 
tantly, from an endeavour at effacing his Protestant impressions not 
to render any such attempt unsafe and improper.” And Lord 
Justice Turner said (p. 772), ‘* Where, as in the present case, the 
application to this Court has been delayed, and the children have 
been suffered to receive religious impressions different from those 
which the father entertained, other and far more serious considera- 
tions present themselves—the wishes of the father may be in conflict 
with the wellbeing and even with the safety of the children,—and in 
order to ascertain whether this is the case or not it becomes necessary 
to see what is the extent of the impression which has been made 
upon the minds of the children, and to consider what may be the 
danger of disturbing that impression. . . . That the minds of 
children are capable at a very early age of receiving strong impres- 
sions upon matters of religion, as well as upon other matters, is not 
to be denied; and having seen the infant plaintiff in this case, and 
considered what passed at our interview with him, I am satisfied 
that his mind has received impressions, and strong impressions too, 
upon religious subjects, which are at variance with the faith which 
his father professed. I have felt bound to consider, therefore, what 
might be the result of disturbing those impressions. It was urged 
at the bar that the opinions of a child so young could not be fixed, and 
thal the impressions which this child has received might be removed 
by a different course of instruction and different associations. It 
might be so; but, on the other hand, may it not be that the impressions 
which have been formed might lead to the instruction which would 
be given being received with carelessness or indifference, or which 
would certainly not be less dangerous or less destructive to the 
character of this boy, with affected acquiescence ?. May it not be 
that the attempt to force upon this child a different faith might end 
in unsettling his existing impressions and substituting no fixed 
impressions in their place? I much fear that it would be so.” 
And the same thing in substance has been said by other Judges in 
other cases. And we are asked in this case ourselves privately to 
examine the children, and to satisfy ourselves by that examination 
that these children, of the ages 1 have mentioned, have, to use 
the language of ‘Stourton v. Stourton,” ‘received religious 
impressions to a depth and an extent rendering dangerous and 
improper any attempt at important changes in them,” and so to 
satisfy ourselves that the father is about to abuse his parental 
authority by seeking to disturb those religious convictions. With 
all respect to the eminent Judges who decided “Stourton v. 
Stourton,” we should decline to examine a child of such very 
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tender years (10 years) as the ebild there was, The children here 
are, or at all evénts the eldest is, considerably older than the boy 
there was. = But that case was the case of a testamentary guardian, 
a ease of mere and pure trust, which is essentially under 
the jurisdiction of the Court, and under a jurisdiction 
always exercised with the widest judicial discretion. And 
the same is to be said of all the cases in which the 
Court has aeted in the like manner, In some of the cases cited to 
us the Judges in Ireland did examine the children, even where the 
father was the respondent, but in the result left the father in posses- 
sion of his legal right ; and even in those cases a ground was laid for 
the jurisdiction by reason of the father’s previous eonduet in respect 
of the children's education bringing it within the category of abdi- 
cation. It is not, in our judgment, necessary further to examine 
those cases, because, in our judgment, however weighty, and they 
are very weighty, the considerations expressed in “ Stourton v. 
Stourton” and the other cases, they are weighty considerations for 
the father to deal with, without being subject to appeal to or re- 
vision by this Court. If a good and honest father, taking into his 
consideration the past teaching to which his children have been, in 
fact, subject, and the effect of that teaching on their minds, and 
the rick of unsettling their convictions, eomes to the conclusion 
that it is right, and for their welfare, temporal and spiritual, that he 
should take means to counteract that teaching and undo its effect, 
he is by law the proper and sole judge of that, and we, as Judges 
of the land, have no more right to sit on appeal from the conclusions 
which he has conscientiously and honestly arrived at than we should 
have to sit on appeal from his conclusion as to the particular chureh 
his children should attend, the particular sermons they should hear, 
or the particular religious books to be placed in their hands, He is 
quite as likely to judge rightly as we are to judge for him. At all 
events, the law has made him, and not us, the judge, and we eannot 
interfere with him in his honest exercise of the jurisdietion which the 
law has confided tohim. This being his right has the father abdi- 
cated that right, and submitted the whole matter to the judgment of 
the Court by being himself party as next friend to the institution 
of the aetion making the children wards, and himself seeking 
the directions of the Court as to their education? We are of opinion 
that if the father had the power so to delegate his duty, which we 
doubt, it would not be fair or right to hold that he had unwittingly 
surrendered his right by proceeding evidently taken for the enforce- 
ment of it, and for obtaining the assistance of the Court in: vindica- 
tion of it. We come now to the consideration of the last point, and 
the only point on which we have any doubt~—viz., whether the 
Court should interfere at all; whether the Court, reeognizing the 
father's undoubted authority as master of his own house, as king 
and ruler in his own family, can be called on by him to be ancillary 
to the exercise of his jurisdiction, and whether he ought not to be 
left to enforce his commands by his own authority within his own 
domain; and that was throughout the argument and at the close of 
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it the very strong inclination of our opinion, We fear and feel a 
difficulty about the Court’s enforcing an order of a private person, 
which it disclaims the right of examining. But it is not a question 
between the father and the Court; it is a question of the wards. And 
being of opinion that the father hag retained his right to direct the 
religious education of his children, and the father being minded 
that they should not be taken to mass, confession, or the like, the 
causing or permitting them to be so taken, in direct disobedience 
to the father’s commands, is a wrong to them as well ag 
to him. I perceive that the injunction is confined as fol- 
lows:—‘‘To restrain the mother from taking the infants or 
any of them, or causing, procuring, or permitting them or any of 
them to be taken, without the consent of the father, to confession, 
or to any church or places or place of worship where worship is 
performed otherwise than according to the rites or ceremonies of 
the Church of England as by law established,” and that injunction 
is in accordance with precedents which have been produced to us. 
The Court has in other matters and under other circumstances 
protected wards by strengthening the hands of guardians, and it is 
safer not to disclaim or narrow its right or duty in that respect, 
We think, therefore, that the injunction of the Vice-Chancellor 
ought to be sustained. But, having regard to the ground on which 
we base our decision on the main subject—viz., the power and 
jurisdiction of the father—we think the declaration ought to be 
omitted, so as to throw on the father the whole responsibility of doing 
now, and during the remaining years of his children’s respective 
minorities, what is right and proper. He ought to discard, and 
we have no doubt will discard, all thought of personal dignity or 
personal supremacy or of triumph in a personal struggle. ‘The law 
trusts to him that he will, rising above all such petty feelings, have a 
sole regard to what he conscientiously believes to be for the temporal 
and spiritual welfare of his children. And we, pronouncing what 
we deem the law to be, must leave the matter to his sense of 
parental duty and to his conscience. 





The Portruit of Antichrist, 


ND 
THE RELATION OF ENGLAND TO THE TEN KINGDOMS. 
By the Rev. H, 8. Warreicu, Reetor of Ashehurch. 


Tue Bible speaks of a wicked one, whom it calls Antichrist ; 
and who he is, where he may be found, whence he arises, and 
how long he continues, are questions which it surely behoves 
every one to inquire and carefully weigh. It must be confessed 
that the subject is surrounded with difficulties; but this should 
not make us abandon it, but pursue it with the greater diligence 
and circumspection. 
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Some have thought that Antichrist has already appeared, and 
passed away; others, that he is yet to come, and that his 
authority will be but short ; while a third party contend that he 
exists now, and is in process of clearer and fuller development. 
Our purpose is, as briefly as possible, to find out the marks of 
Antichrist as they are laid down in the Scriptures, cautiously 
feeling our way step by step. If there is now, or if there is to 
be at any future period, an Antichrist, and if it is the duty of the 
friends «f Christ to be aware of him and to avoid him, it seems 
most reasonable to conclude that God has given us sufficient 
information for this purpose; and that if we wish to know the 
truth and search for it with a humble mind, we shall not be 
allowed to err in a matter so important. We must not, however, 
suppose that the marks of Antichrist will be revealed with such 
clearness as necessarily to produce conviction in all minds, as this 
would defeat the object of prophecy in foretelling of his coming, 
would interfere with the freedom of human actions, and prevent 
the wholesome necessity for diligent study and investigation. It is, 
therefore, not at all likely that Antichrist and his adherents will 
see their own character and identify themselves with it; though 
impartial lookers on may perceive it with a distinctness which 
forbids doubt ; nor do we expect that the careless, the indifferent, 
and the unwilling will embrace this truth and be warned by it. 

The term Antichrist is derived from two Greek words «7 et 
xperes (anti and Christos) ; anti signifies either for, in the stead of, 
or against, opposed to; so that Antichrist may mean either, one 
instcad of Christ, a substitute for Christ, a vicar of Christ; or it 
may mean one opposed to Christ,an enemy of Christ. We would 
support this explanation by imstances and authorities, did we 
suppose that any would be likely to question it. The sequel will 
show in which of these two senses the Scripture uses the word, 
er whether both may not be singularly and mysteriously combined 
in the Antichrist prophesied of in the Bible. May God grant 
impartiality, discrimination, and caution, as we proceed ! 

The word itself oceurs in Holy Writ but five times, and these 
instances are confined to the first two Epistles of -St. John. 
Here, however, such features of him are displayed as enable us 
to recognize him in other portions of divine revelation : thus, what 
one passage does not supply another does; what is obscure in this 
place will be clear in that; and if we are on the point of mis- 
interpreting one text, another will correct us, so that, in the end, 
we hope to see bis full portrait. 

We particularly beg that the following places of Scripture may 
be carefully read and considered, as they supply full information 
on the subject, and will enable us to arrive at a certain and satis- 
factory conclusion:—Dan. vii. 8—20, 24—26; xi. 36—46. 
2 Thess. ii. 8—12. 1 Tim. iv. 1—8. Rev. xiii. 1—18; xvii. 
1—18.* The name we borrow of St. John, but the marks and 


characteristics principally from the other sources. 

* If any one should not feel satisfied that all these texts speak of one and 
the same power and line of individuals, he is referred to the third vol. of 
ee ore Apocalyptica where this point is fully and satisfactorily 

iscussed. 
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It will be expedient, before we exhibit these marks, to give the 
sum and substance of the prophecies, taking Dan. vii. as the basis, 
for we shall then the better understand what will follow. In the 
first year of Belshazzar, it pleased God to reveal to Daniel an 
outline of the world’s history, from his own times to the second 
advent of Christ ; and with a masterly pen, such as heaven only 
could supply, Daniel sketches, in few, but comprehensive words, 
what it would take volumes to narrate. He sees, in vision, four 
beasts come up out of the sea, active, powerful, and subduing all 
before them. The last was dreadful and terrible, cruel and con- 
quering, having ten horns; and, as Daniel continued to look on, 
he observed another horn come up among them, and, though 
diminutive in size, it was able to pluck up three of the other horns 
by the roots, for, having eyes like a man, and a mouth speaking 
great things, he possessed an advantage over the rest which had 
not the surprising adjuncts.: This strange horn was able to 
maintain his position until the Son of God came to destroy him, 
and commit the body of the beast, on which he sat, to the burning 
flame. Daniel being much troubled at this vision, an angel was 
sent to explain to him, that the four beasts represented the four 
successive monarchies which were to rule over the world—the 
Chaldean, the Persisn, the Grecian, and the Roman. Each one, 
as it arose, was to subdue its predecessor, and thus increase in the 
extent of its dominion; the last, therefore, was to be the most 
powerful of all, and in extent to have the largest dominion. After 
it had risen to the climax of its power, its unity was to be dissolved 
and broken up into ten distinct kingdoms, and in the midst of these 
another was gradually to arise, different from the rest in the nature 
of its government, and smaller, also, in the extent of its territory ; 
but yet bringing all the other under its sway, not by the power of 
armies, but by the assumption of a spiritual supremacy, which 
should be conceded and yielded to by the rest of the kingdoms. 
The angel further shows that this power was to continue for many 
centuries, and that towards the time of the end its dominion should 
be diminished, and be altogether destroyed at the time of the 
second advent of Christ. This eleventh kingdom is that of Anti- 
christ, and the above features of him are recognized in the other 
Scriptures referred to, while the detail is more miuute, and the 
development more full and distinct, which we shall perceive as we 
proceed to extract and classify its various marks. 

For the sake of convenience rather than precision, we will 
arrange the characteristics of Antichrist under these general 
heads— 

I. Chronological. 
II. Official. 
III. Local. 
IV. Moral. 
V. Miscellaneous. 
CaronoLoaicaL Marks. 


I, Antichrist could not arise before the advent of our Lord, 
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inasmuch, as, prior to that period, there was no Christ whose 
vicar he could profess to be, or whom he could really oppose. 
Thus St. John intimates (1 John ii. 18). 

II. He had not arisen in the days of St. Paul. The Thessa- 
lonians, thinking that the second advent of Christ was close at 
hand, the apostle wrote assuring them that that day could not come 
till Antichrist had been revealed, and that he could not yet be 
revealed, because a then existing hindering cause prevented it, 
with the nature of which they were well acquainted, but which 
the apostle thought it not prudent to record in writing (2 Thess. 
ii, 1—10). 

Ill. Whin this hindeting power is remoted, then Antichrist 
begins to arise. ‘* He who letteth will let, until he be taken out of 
the way. And then shall that Wicked be revealed” (2 Thess. ii. 
7, 8). 

IV. This time may be recognized by certain great events which 
were to occur on a very broad scale—namely, on the decline of the 
Roman Empire, and when it was divided into ten parts. The little 
horn grew up umong the ten horns (Dan. vii. 8); that is, the Anti- 
christian kingdom arose at the same time as the ten kingdoms, or 
very shortly after them (v. 24), ‘They receive (says St. John, 
Rey. xvii. 12) power as kings one hour with the beast ;” that is at 
the same time with the beast, or antichrietian power. 

V. Another prominent historical event greatly aids us in dis- 
covering the chronology of Antichrist. Three kingdoms were to be 
extinguished before him to enable him to mature his power. ‘ He 
shall subdue three kings ” (Dan. vii. 24), 

VI. Antichrist does not acquire his great power and dominion 
all at once, as if by a great and decisive battle, but gradually and 
imperceptibly, like the growing of the horn. 

VII. Antichrist was to continue, according to Daniel, a time, 
times and the dividing of time (v. 25), that is three years and a 
half, and, therefore, St. John (Rev. xiii. 5) specifying the same 
time, calls it ‘forty and two months,” or twelve hundred and sixty 
days (Rev. xii. 6). It is well understood by students of prophecy, 
that, in prophetic language, a day is taken for a year, so that the 
antichristian power was to reign one thousand two hundred and 
sixty years. 

VIII. Antichrist was to exist till the second coming of Christ. 
‘¢T beheld,” says Daniel, chap. vii. 21, 22, ‘‘and the same horn 
made war with the saints, and prevailed against them ; until the 
Ancient of days came, and judgment was given to the saints of the 
most High ; and the time came that the saints possessed the king- 
dom.”’ St. Paul, too, (2 Thess. ii. 8) says, '* then shall that Wicked 
be revealed, whom the Lord shall consume with the spirit (Is. xi. 4) 
of His mouth, and destroy with the brightness of His coming.”’ The 
time, therefore, of the continuation of Antichrist being from the 
division of the Roman Empire to the second advent of Christ, we 
thence infer that he is not a single individual, but a succession of 
individuals holding the same office, ruling in the same place, and 
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swaying the samo power, As there was a series of kings in the four 
great empires, so there was to be a series of kings in the anti- 
christian Empire ; though in each case one individual only i# men- 
tioved, as is usual in Scripture language; thus in the Book of 
Leviticus, the word priest means the succession of priests, and the 
word king (Deut. xvii. 15-20) means the succession of the kings 
of the Jews. Again, the hindering power is spoken of as in one 
individual, ‘* he who now letteth,” but it existed for near six hundred 
years, and, therefore, must have been exercised by a succession of 
individuals. 
Orrictan Marks. 

IX. Antichrist bears the kingly office, and exercises sovercign 
authority. Daniel (chap. vii. 7, 8) in vision sees an exceedingly 
terrible wild beast, it had ten horns, “‘and there camo up among 
them another little horn.”” Now, whatever the ten horns were, that 
also must have been the little horn, and consequently the angel thus 
explains the vision (verse 24), ‘* And the ten horns out of this kings 
dom are ten kings that shall arise: and another shall arise after 
them.” In tho eleventh chapter, therefore, ho calls him ‘the 
king ;"’ ‘* The king shall do according to his will” (verse 86), 

X. To make way for this one king, three of the other ten are to 
be destroyed; ‘‘ Before whom three of the first horns are plucked 
up by the roots ;” ‘and he shall subdue three kings” (Dan. vii. 8, 
20—24). 

XI. Yet it appears that his actual geographical territory is small; 
for he is designated by the “little horn;” and we see not how 
otherwise this phrase can be applied. It cannot refer to the little- 
ness of his power, because 

XII. In this respect he excels all the others. His look is more 
stout than his fellows. §o great is his power, that ‘' he thinks to 
change times and laws, and they shall be given into his hand.’ 
Thus he alters the customs and laws of society. Other kingly 
powers are not able to withstand him. ‘‘ And the king shall do 
according to his will; and he shall exalt himself, and magnify him- 
self above every god, and shall speak marvellous things against thé 
God of gods, and shall prosper ; ’’ or, in the words of St. Paul,‘*who 
opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called god, or that is 
worshipped ;” again, *‘ power was given to him over all kindreds, 
and tongues, and nations ” (Rev. xiii. 7). 

Herein consists one of the apparent anomalies in the character- 
istics of Antichrist. His territory is small, and the number of his 
subjects aré few, yet he holds dominion over all the other kings, and 
they are his vassals. How is this? What is the secret of his 
power ? It cannot be that the other kingdoms are destroyed and 
are amalgamated with his own, for then the number of subdued 
kingdoms would not have been restricted to three, but would have 
extended to all the ten. Hence, we ¢onclude that his superiority 
cannot consist in what is understood as temporal dominion. We 


must look for it somewhere else, and the next particular may throw 
light upon it. 
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XIII. He appears to call in the aid of religion, and to be intim- 
ately connected with it—perhaps its recognized chief. What kind 
of religion does not, at this stage of our examination, appear ; but 
the fact cannot be doubted. The prophet Daniel observes a 
remarkable difference between this one little horn and the other ten 
horns ; inasmuch, as in it, were eyes, like the eyes of a man, and a 
mouth sp2aking great things, (Daniel vii. 8). The angel, too, in 
his explanations to Daniel, says, that he—the king represented by 
the little horn—‘ shall be diverse from the first ten kings.” We 
have seen that this diversity cannot consist in the superiority of 
temporal dominion ; indeed, this would not be a diversity at all, only 
& pre-eminence in the same thing. But here is a diversity, and in 
this diversity the superiority consists; the one little horn, or the 
king, has something which the other kings have not; and seeing 
that they have temporal dominion, and a temporal dominion, too, 
larger than his, what can the diversity be except he be the repre- 
sentative of some religious system, either Heathenism, or Mohame- 
dism, or Christianity ; which of these has not yet come before us to 
determine with any certainty. But what is lacking in the one part 
of Scripture is supplied in the other. 


(To be continued.) 





Socinl Aspect of Popery. 


Mr. Hawexrns, an eminent lawyer, of the New York bar, made a 
careful examination of the United States Census of 1870, as to the 
comparative value of the Non-Sectarian Public Schools of the Union, 
with the Roman Catholic Parochial Schools. The Toronto Sentinel 
gives the following result :— 

The Romish system gives 1,400 illiterates, 410 paupers, and 
160 criminals to 10,000 inhabitants; the Non-Sectarian Public 
School system gives 350 illiterates, 170 paupers, 75 criminals to 
10,000 inhabitants. 


The Public School system of Massachusetts produces 72 illiterates, 
49 paupers, and 11 criminals to the 10,000 inhabitants. In the 
State of New York, the Romish system produces three-and-a-halt 
times as many paupers as the Public School system. 


The sisters of a Marseilles convent, called the Trinitaires 
Dechaussées are prosecuted for having, contrary to law, buried nuns 
dying within their walls without the public declaration required by 
the civil code. It appears that they have gone on defying the law 
inthis respect since’ 1840, and it never until now occurred to any 
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Government to interfere with their proceedings intra muros. No 
insinuation is made that any nun, like the Constance of ‘‘ Marmion,” 
has ever been walled-up alive, but it is intolerable that such instances 
of clericalism setting itself above the necessary precautions of the 
law should continue.—Daily News. 


The Flandre Libérale states that the value of the house property 
owned by the convents at Ghent has increased since 1857 from six 
to twelve millions of francs. A petition to the Chamber is being 
signed to have the commercial and industrial relations of the con- 
vents with the outer world examined. The convents have an 
immense number of female orphans at their disposal, whose work 
costs them hardly anything, and the consequence has been a great 
depreciation of female labour, and at the same time a terrible growth 
of immorality. A great number of small industries can no longer 
compete with the cheap work done by the convents, which have a 
large amount of capital at their disposal, and are thus enabled to 
carry on occupations hitherto in the hands of petty tradespeople.— 
Pall Mall Gazette. For similar facts see also The Revival of the 
Mendicant Orders, Protestant Educational Institute. Price 2d. 


The Brussels correspondent of the Pall Mall Gazette writes :— 
Owing to the result of the recent elections a great change is coming 
about in the Roman Catholic party. The moderate Catholics, of 
whom the late Ministry was the representative, are disappearing 
from the scene ; and the cl-ricals, who maintain that the principles 
of the Syllabus and the Encyclicals must be literally applied, are 
assuming the direction of the opposition to the new government, 
The Bien Public says openly : ~‘‘ ‘Ihe controversy of the parties 
must be placed on its true ground. Expediency must be left in 
order to rise to principles, and in the tribune as in the press the 
integral principle of Christian public law, the true notion of the Church 
—a perfect independent, and sovereign society—the true notion of 
the State—a power distinct from the Church, but not having over 
it any preeminence or jurisdiction—must be asserted.” 


Leo XIII. has written an important letter to Duke Salviati, pre- 
sident of the United Italian Roman Catholic Societies, giving his 
formal and «xpress sanction to those societies, and exhorting the 
members to preserve harmony and concord among themselves. 
These societies have for their object the defence of the Roman 
Catholic Church and of the rights of the Pope. The means em- 
ployed are congresses and charitable works of all kinds and the 
maintenance of the Roman Catholic Press. All the proceedings of 
these societies are subject to the approval of the Pope. The 
promotion of Roman Catholic schools in all places where the so-called 
anti-Catholic schools ure established is an important item in the 
programme of these Roman Catholic associations.—Globe. 
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Mr. Grohman shows that many of the customs of tho Tyrolese 
are of a debasing and even brutalizing character. Bigotry and 
laxity of morals are conspicuous among them. Superstition of the 
grossest character prevails, and is encouraged or shared in by the 
priests. In many districts infants are not allowed to be fed until 
they are baptized, since to nourish a heathen is an unpardonable 
sin. The belief is common that the souls of ehildren who dis with- 
out this rite will ‘ go straight down into hell,”’ or, according to the 
more charitable belief in some parts, ‘‘a good spirit, supposed to 
be Pontius Pilate’s wife, fetches the children, and trains them to 
accompany her on her weird journeys.” The village schoolmaster 
is said to be a sad ignoramus; and the village priest is no wiser, 
for he encourages the most ridiculous superstitions on the part of 
his flock. He will sacrifice, we are told, half of his quarter's 
income to purchase a couple of new wigs with long flowing curls for 
two life-size statues of the Holy Virgin, and will ‘ walk his legs off 
to collect a sufficient sum for a new silk bodice or for a velvet skirt 
looped up with sashes and paste pearls.” Or the priest will have a 
passion for collecting specimens of sacred art of the most grotesque 
description, and representations of diabolical tortures which, as Mr. 
Grohman observes, ‘‘curl our blood’’—an extraordinary effect 
truly. Votive offerings are sometimes of a strange character. A 
man who had been shot lost his leg, buried it where he was 
wounded, placed over it a tablet, and sprinkled it with holy water 
whenever he passed by. Toads shaped of wax hang in not a few 
chapels, for the “offering of a waxen toad is the sure sign that 
the person offering it has been the victim of witcheraft;” and 
we read of one old woman who, in the belief that she was propiti- 
ating the devil, stuck a candle into the tail of the dragon under a 
statue of St. George. ‘‘ Maybe,”’ she said, ‘ this candle will save 
fe no end of hellish tortures; at all events, it is best to havo 
friends in both places.’ The marriage customs show that the 
habits of the Tyrolese peasant are sadly barbarous, and that the 
women have no particular regard for chastity. — Gaddings with 
a Primitive People.” By W. A. Baillie Grohman. 2 vols. (Reming- 
ton & Co.).—Pall Mall Gazette. 





Romehourd from Bath, 


By Presenpary ANDERSON. 


On the 28rd of September, 1571, Bishop Jewel, the author of 
“The Apology for the Church of England,” the friend and patron 
of Hooker, died within afew miles of Bath at Monkton Farley. On 
the 27th of July, 1876, Bishop Thirlwall died in Bath, and in the 
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three centuries between Elizabeth and Victoria the Church of 
England can point to no bishop more faithful, none more lesrned, 
none more competent to defend her rightful claims in the highest 
places of the field. Bishop Thirlwall’s charges deal with Ritualism 
in every stage and under every aspect. Every succeeding year 
impressed him with a deeper sense of its danger and its unfaith- 
fulness to the Church of England. This was the subject of his 
latest thoughts, and on the very day before he entered into his rest 
he took care that his latest judgment on this great question should 
be left on record. His words are to be found in the last page of 
the last volume of his ‘* Remains.” They have just been pub- 
lished, and are literally his dying testimony to the truth of the 
Reformed religion and his latest protest against the men who were 
attempting to bring back the doctrines and worship of Rome ; they 
are thus invested with the deepest solemnity and may be placed 
side by side with Jewel’s ‘‘Apology”’ in the ripeness of their 
wisdom and the earnestness of their warnings. From his honoured 
grave in Westminster Abbey the great bishop warns the people of 
England against the fascinations of a religion which appeals to the 
corruptions of our fallen nature, and tries to govern mankind by 
their weaknesses. The following are his words :— 

‘The strength of the Papal Church fies in the weakness of human 
nature. (1) In its childish fondness for a pompous and glitter- 
ing ceremonial ; (2) in its slavish readiness to accept without enquiry 
any pretensions, however unfounded, if they are only put forward 
with a sufficient degree of confident assurance ; (3) in the cowardice 
with which it shrinks from the burden of personal responsibility, 
and is anxious to shift it upon another; (4) in the intelleetual 
sluggishness which makes it impatient (as Thucydides observed) of 
the labour required for the investigation of truth; (5) in the 
proneness to substitute outward devotional exercises for the 
realities of a religious life, and to take credit to itself for the per- 
formance of such exercises as meritorious works, in proportion 
to the trouble and annoyance they may have cost; (6) and the 
intolerance with which, especially in matters connected with religion, 
it resents dissent from its own opinions as a personal injury, for 
which it is ever ready to revenge itself by persecution.’—July 26, 
1875. 

That the Ritualistic party have adopted, with scarcely an excep- 
tion, the doctrines and worship of the Papal Church has been already 
shown and cannot be denied by anyone who enters their churches 
and reads their books. By themselves it is more frequently 
regarded as a thing to be boasted of than a thing to be ashamed of. 
But we have in this parting testimony of the great bishop so lately 
our townsman, and so lately an aggrieved parishioner of Bathwick, 
a more decisive and emphatic proof of the Romeward tendency of 
Ritualism than the most explicit statement of a Ritualistic newspaper 
or the most indignant complaint of a Romish controversialist that 
the servility of their imitators had almost taken in his practised eye. 
For of the six points in respect of which Rome trades on the weak- 
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ness of human nature and recommends herself by pandering to 
its corruptions, there is not one which Ritualism has not copied and 
strained every nerve to introduce. Ritualism resembles Romanism 
in its soil and in its roots as well as in its branches and leaves and 
frfit. What more is wanting? How can a movement which from 
so many different directions is converging Romeward stop short 
of Rome ? We are assured that Ritualists are too well instructed 
to pass the barrier, and thatthey can see differences so minute as to 
bafile both Romish and Protestant eyes. They have published 
thousands of volumes to show why we should not be Protestants : 
can they point to a single tract showing why we should not be 
Romanis‘s ? If not, can any of your readers guess why not ? Such 
arguments are sorely wanted, for there is no community in England 
from which Rome is drawing so many converts. Everybody knows 
the fact; many lamentit. ‘The readers of Bishop Thirlwall’s last 
words will not wonder at it. But they will at least acknowledge 
that it proves nothing as to the truth of either system; victories at 
such a cost are dearly won. A more striking contrast to the religion 
of the New Testament it would be impossible to conceive. Nor has 
it anything in common with the Articles of the Church of England. 
It cultivates the weeds of human nature and stifles not only the 
highest giaces of the Christian religion, but is no less fatal to the 
noblest type of Christian manhood and to the best and highest in- 
tellectual, moral and social virtues.—Letter to Bath Herald. 


Communion in one Find. 


By the Rev. Dr. Harrison. 


Tue Rev. Dr. Manning asserts that “It is self evident that 
if the Catholic Church can be convicted of violating a Divine com- 
mandment, it cannot, in that at least, be guided by tho Spirit of 
Truth ; and if it can be shown that communion in both kinds is 
enjoined upon all the faithful by a Divine commandment, the 
Catholic Church, in decreeing communion in one kind, would 
have violated a Divino commandment. It rests upon those 
who make this charge to prove that such a Divine commandment 
exists. Not a shadow of such a proof has yet been made. 

“The words of institution by our Divine Saviour contain no such 
Divine commandment. He consecrated bread and wine. He 
commanded the Apostles to do the same in commemoration of Him. 
He commanded them both to eat and to drink that which He con- 
secrated. : ° . In this commandment or commission 
there is not a word as to the mode of receiving communion.” 

I mantain, Ist, That that religious organization which Dr. 
Manning calls the Catholic Church, does violate a Divine com- 
mandment in decreeing the communion in one kind ; and 2nd, That 
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in order to claim a species of infallibility for his Church, he gives a 
private and uncatholic application of Holy Scripture. 

In regard to the first point, I ask how did the Apostles receive 
the communion ? Dr. Manning says, ‘“ He commanded them both 
to eat and to drink that which He consecrated.’ Plainly, the 
Apostles received the communion by eating the consecrated bread 
and drinking the wine, and that by a Divine commandment. Dr. 
Manning assumes that the Divine command, “ Do this, &c.,” was 
addressed only to the Apostles and to those who should succeed to 
their supposed priesthood. In the “ Faith of Catholics,” a re- 
cognized Roman Catholic authority, we are told, ‘‘ That the faithful, 
in the times of which we are speaking, generally communicated 
under one kind alone ; while the priesthood, to whom the command 
of Christ,‘ Vo this for a commemoration of Me’ (Luke xxii.), we 
believe solely applies, when employed in the duty of their sacred 
function, received under both species. The completion of the 
mysterious institution demanded this.” (Vol. ii. p. 588). 

Here I charge Dr. Manning and a recognized authority of his 
Church, with giving a private and modern interpretation of the 
words, ‘Do this in r.membrance of Me,” and contrary to the 
teaching of the Church for a thousand years, and all the Liturgies, 
the Roman Canon of the Mass not excepted. 

According to primitive and catholic teaching, the words, ‘‘ Do this, 
&c.,”’ have been interpreted and applied to all the faithful. I will 
give a few illustrations out of many. 

Justin Martyr, a layman of the second century, says :—‘ The 
bread which our Christ gave us to do, in remembrance of His being 
made flesh for the sake of His believers, for whom also He suffered ; 
and to the cup which he gave us to drink in remembrance of His 
own blood.” Dialog. cum Try. ¢. 70. 

Chrysostom, in a homily to the faithful, says :—*Art thou doing 
a remembrance of Christ, &c.?” ‘“‘ When thou art doing a remem- 
brance of thy Master, &c.” Then quoting the words, “ For as often 
as ye eat this bread and drink this cup, ye do show the Lord’s 
death till He come ;”’ he remarks, ‘* For as Christ, in regard to the 
bread and the cup, said, ‘ Do this in remembrance of Me,’ revealing 
to us the cause of the giving of the mystery, and beside what else 
He said, declaring this to be a sufficient cause to ground our 
religious fear upon :—(for when thou considerest what thy Master 
hath suffered for thee, thou wilt the better deny thyself) so also 
Paul saith here, ‘ As often as ye eat, ye do show His death.’ And 
this is that supper.” (Jn 1 Cor. Hom. 27.) 

Theophylact, who lived in the eleventh century, has recorded the 
same interpretation. The Liturgies will throw further light upon 
this point. As the above are authors which belong to the Greek 
Church, I will now give the interpretation of one belonging to the 
Latin Church. Aquinas, who died in the year 1274, states :—*“ St. 
Paul explains the words of the Lord, which He had spoken, ‘ Do this 
in remembrance of Me,’ saying, ‘ For as often as ye eat this bread, 
and drink this cup, ye do show the Lord’s death till He come.” 
(1 Cor. xi. lec. 6). 
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The Liturgies practically confirm the above interpretation. In 
the Roman canon of the Mass we have, ‘* As often as you do these 
things, ye shall do them in remembrance (memoriam) of me. 
Wherefore, O Lord, we thy servants, as also thy holy people, call- 
ing to remembrance (memores) the blessed passion of the same 
Christ thy Son our Lord.” Four or five of the most ancient 
Liturgies express the idea more strongly of the communicants gen- 
erally obeying the Divine command of Christ to do a remembrance 
of Him by eating the bread and drinking the cup, and thus showing 
His death, or, in other words, doing a remembrance of it until He 
come. The most valuable Syria version of the New Testament 
made at the close of the first century or at the beginning of the 
second, regards these two forms of expression as expressing the 
same idea. Thus, in that version, we have, ‘‘ This cup is the new 
covenant in my blood; so do, whensoever you shall drink it for my 
remembrance. For whensoever you eat this bread, and drink this 
cup, the death of our Lord you call to remembrance until His 
alivent.” (1 Cor. xi. 25, 26.) The words “to call to remem- 
brance " oceur in nine other instances. (John xiv. 26; Acts xx. 
85; Tit. iii. 1; 2 Peter i. 12; Jude 5. These texts give both a 
commentary, and show the use of the word,) here the Syriac 
translator understands the Divine command of Christ to do a re- 
membrance of Him as applying to all the faithful, Dr. Manning 
says, “‘ Our Divine Saviour commanded the Apostles both to eat and 
to drink that which He consecrated.” And doubtless he must 
regard that Divine command as exclusively applying to what he calls 
the priesthood ; but, in thus teaching, he contradicts the doctrine 
of the Church as held for more than a thousand years, as the above 
evidence shows ; from which we learn that the Divine command is 
interpreted as applying to all the faithful, and they are, therefore, 
as much commanded to receive the consecrated wine as any priest. 

The whole family of Syriac Liturgies, consisting of more than 
forty, by anticipation plainly and in a very practical form contra- 
dict the modern and uneatholic teaching of Dr. Manning. Most of 
these Liturgies in giving the words of institution appear to have 
followed the Syriac version already noticed. I shall only give 
extracts from a few as specimens of the rest. I have access to 
these Liturgies only in a Latin translation as given by Renaudot, a 
Roman Catholic. 

** And in the first place He commanded them, saying: As often 
as ye shall celebrate this mystery of gladness, ye shall do a remem- 
brance (memoriam agetis) until I shall come.” 

“ People. Wo do a remembrance, (memoriam agimus) O Lord, of 
Thy death, we confess Thy resurrection, and we look for Thy second 
advent,” &c. (See Liturgy of St. John, which is attributed in the 
Chaldaic Missal to Chrysostom, vol. ii. p. 256.) 

** He first commanded them, and enjoined: When ye shail com- 
municate of the bread, and this cup, be ye mindful of (memores 
estote) and celebrate the remembrance (memoriam) of my death, 
and do its commemoration until I shall come.” 
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* People,” Asabove, (Liturgy of St, Cyril, vol. ii. p. 275.) 

** And when He had Himself accomplished this in His person, 
He enjoined them in His commandments, and said, as often as, 
being in union among yourselves, ye are joined together by these 
things, do the remembrance (memoriam agite), of my voluntary 
death, do a commemoration of my salutary resurrection, and expect 
my advent until my coming again.” 

* People.” Same as above. (Liturgy of Ignatius Patriarch of 
Antioch, vol, ii., p. 627). 

More than twenty of these Liturgies contain the response of 
the people as given above. These Liturgies beyond all question 
were framed in the certain belief that when Christ said, ‘* Do 
this in remembrance of Me,” and especially when He said ‘* This do 
ye as oft as ye drink it, in remembrance of Me,” He gave a Divine 
command to all the faithful; and hence in these Liturgies the people 
are taught to accept the Divine command as addressed to them- 
selves, and to express their obedience thereto. 

Dr. Manning adduces historical evidence in proof that in early 
times the body and blood of Christ were received under the form 
or symbol of bread only, without the consecrated wine. Without 
throwing doubt upon the character of some of the references, it is 
sufficient for my purpose to show that they are not eases in point. 
Dr. Manning does not pretend to give any early evidence of the eup 
being withheld from the laity in the ordinary administration of the 
Lord’s Supper. ‘ It is admitted,” says the ‘ Faith of Catholics,” 
‘‘ that, from the earliest time, down to the twelfth century, the 
faithful of both sexes, laity as well as clergy, when they assisted at 
the publie and solemn celebration of the Christian service, and were 
admitted to communion, generally received under both kinds.” 
(Vol. ii., p. 885). This statement is very near the truth, but it 
would have been nearer if the word always had been used instead 
of the word generally, It is beside the purpose for Dr. Manning to 
allege cases of the faithful receiving, according to a very ancient 
custom, the consecrated bread and wine at home, or apart from the 
public administration of the Lord’s Supper. According to the 
teaching of the Fathers it is not to be disputed that one of the 
faithful might under the form or symbol of consecrated bread only 
receive the body and blood of Christ, for they plainly teach that 
they may be received without the sacrament at all, Origen, the 
most learned of all the Greek fathers, says:—‘! We are said to 
drink the blood of Christ, not only in the religious use of the 
sacraments, but also when we receive His words in whieh is life.” 
Comment, in Num., from xvi. 9., Jerome, the most learned of all 
the Latin Fathers, says :—‘‘ We have one only good to feed on the 
Lord’s body, and to drink His blood, not only in the mystery [the 
Eucharist] , but also in the reading of the Scriptures.” —Comment. 
in Eccles. iii, 18. In the * Corpus Juris Canoniei,” it is stated, 
‘* To believe in Christ is to eat and drink Christ.” In proof of this 
two passages are quoted from the writings of Augustine. “ Why 
make ready thy teeth and belly? Beligve,and thou hast eaten.” 
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‘‘ For to believe on Him—this is to eat the living bread. He who 
believes on Him eats him.” It is then remarked, “ It is said here 
that where the body of Christ cannot be had, as it is made in the 
sacrament, faith alone suffices; for even then one is said to eat 
Christ.”.— De Con. Dis. ii. 47. 

It would be very wrong to infer from the teaching of these most 
illustrious Fathers, that as the body and blood of Christ could be 
received without the consecrated bread and wine, those elements 
might be withdrawn from the laity in the Lord’s Supper. If Dr. 
Manning could produce undoubted evidence that one or more of the 
Fathers believed and taught that the faithful in receiving the 
sacramental bread only, apart from the public administration of 
the Lord's Supper, did also receive the body and blood of Christ, it 
would not be less wrong to infer from that circumstance that the 
cup might be withdrawn from the laity in the Lord’s Supper. 

I must briefly notice my second point. Dr. Manning says, ‘ The 
Church had, and it exercised, a Divine authority to declare what 
commanijments were Divine; and what was the extent of their 
obligation. I found this assertion upon the passage to which I am 
referred, (St. Matthew xxviii. 19-20), by which the following truths 
are proved. .... 4, That He promised His own abiding presence 
with the Apostles, and with those who bear the apostolic office, until 
the end of the world.” 

Dr. Manning, in restricting this blessed promise, ‘ Lo, I am with 
you always, even unto the end of the world,” to the Apostles, and 
to those who bear the apostolic office, gives a private and uncatholic 
interpretation to Holy Scripture. The promise has ever been 
applied to the faithful generally. Paschasius Radbert, in the ninth 
century, the first promulgator of the doctrine of the real presence of 
the body which was “‘ born of Mary, and suffered on the cross, and 
rose from the scpulchre,” in the consecrated bread, well expresses 
the unanimous consent of the Catholic Church, when he says, “‘ In 
which sentiment He doubtless gives great confidence to all who 
belicve in Him. For He did not promise this only to His disciples, 
but also to all Christians.”—Comment. in Matt. lib. xii. It was with 
reason that the Catholic Church adhered to that interpretation, for 
it did not believe that any exclusive class of ministers succeeded to 
what was transmissible from the Apostles, but the body of the 
faithful. No greater human authority in the Catholic Church can 
be quoted than Augustine, who says, ‘‘ Peter, named from the Rock, 
should figuratively represent the Church which is built upon this 
Rock, and which hath received the keys of the kingdom of heaven” 
(Retract. lib. i., c. 1). Elsewhere he says, ‘ Christ has given 
therefore the keys to His Church, that whatsoever it should bind on 
earth might be bound in heaven, and whatsoever it should joose on 
earth might be loosed in heaven; that is to say, that whosoever 
in the Church should not believe that his sins are remitted, they 
should not be remittedto him; but that whosoever should believe, and 
should repent, and turn from his sins, should be saved by the same 
faith and repentance on the ground of which he is received into the 
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bosom of the Church.” De Doct. Chris. lib.i.c.18. Whence does the 
Pope himself receive his supposed keys? Alphonsus Tosbatus, Bishop 
of Avila, who lived about 100 years before the Reformation, in the 
most voluminous commentary ever written, states ‘‘ The keys of the 
Church were given by Christ to the whole Church. ° 
These Apostles had not the power of giving the keys to others, and 
making them their successors, since no one can make a prelate a 
successor tohimself. . . . For since this jurisdiction is in the 
remission of sins, and binding, men cannot frame it for themselves ; 
for it is only from God, since He Himself remits sins; but in the 
Church there is now this jurisdiction ; and in this manner, when any 
one is elected for a prelate, jurisdiction is conferred upon them by 
election, for the Church had that rn and could not exercise 
it, because she was not one person . - «+ When the chief 
pontiff is elected by the cardinals, he is elected by the whole 
Church, since they in the name of the whole Church elect . 
The Church is said to have the keys in respect of their virtue: for 
she can confer them on a prelate by election. She is also said to 
have them originally ; for the power of the prelate does not take its 
origin from itself, but it originates from the power of the Church by 
election.”,—Comment. in Numb. xv. 88, 34. Ques. 48, 49 ; tom. 
iv., pp. 387, 388. 

Evidence of this kind is very fully given in my work, ‘‘ Whoze 
are the Fathers ?”’ and in an abridged form in my treatise on the 
** Primitive Mode of Making Bishops.”’ 

This sort of evidence proves that the body of the faithful is the 
successor to the Apostles. Dr. Manning cannot believe that ‘‘ The 
Divine Saviour commanded the Apostles [only] both to eat and 
drink that which He consecrated;’’ he cannot think that the 
Divine command began and ended with them. To whom then was 
it extended ? According to the above evidence it was not extended 
exclusively to what Dr. Manning calls the priesthood, but to the 
entire body of the faithful. 

I maintain then, that the faithful laity are as much enjoined by a 
Divine commandment to receive the consecrated wine in the Lord’s 
Supper, as the Apostles were, or as any order of men are now, and 
that what Dr. Manning calls the Catholic Church violates that com- 
mandment by withholding the cup from the laity, and in that matter 
cannot be guided by the Spirit of Truth; and further, that he 
founds the Divine authority of his Church upon a novel and un- 
catholic interpretation of Scripture. 


Hhort Hotices of Books. 
The Stars of the Reformation, by J. Mitton Sy1ra.—London 


S. W. Parrrivce & Co., Paternoster Row, E.C. 


Tue author gives a concise, correct, and lively sketch of eminent 
Reformers in all lands, and traces with sharpness the leading events 
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in Europe which led to the revival fof Scriptural truth in Europe 
and in Great Britain. His information is derived from the works 
of leading historians, presented in a form fitted to arrest the 
attention of the young or of those who have not time to peruse 
larger works. We earnestly recommend teachers to adopt it as an 
excellent prize book. It contains several good engravings, and is in 
every way well and tastefully got up. 


Turning to the East : A Clerqgyman’s Address to his People-—London: 

Wixtiam Poorer, 12a, Paternoster Row. Price Twopence. 

A very able and important address, showing the absurdity and 
heathen origin of the practice of turning to the east in Protestant 
churches. We think no Christian man, who loves purity of worship, 
and is alive to the dangers of the times, can rise from the perusal 
of this earnest address without making a resolute determination to 
discontinue the practice in his own church, and to exert every in- 
fluence to get it abolished from the land. A copy should be sent to 
every clergyman and churchwarden in the kingdom. 


Benjamin du Plan, by D. Bonnerov, Pastor of Alais. London: 

HoppER AND STOUGHTON. 

A very interesting biography of the Deputy-General of the 
Protestant Churches of France, from 1725 to 1768. The author 
sums up Du Plan’s life, execution, and sufferings, as follows awe 

‘** Sarly in the month of July, 1763, Du Plan passed away, and 
by his death the Protestant Church lost one of the most devoted of 
its offspring. In the course of his long career, which we have, so to 
speak, been following day by day, his faith never wavered. The 
sacred flame that was kindled in the soul of the young soldier burnt 
with unquenchable ardour in that of the aged veteran. Often to- 
wards the close of his life his thoughts reverted to his earlier years, 
and he would thrill with joy on comparing the present with the past. 
lt was not without emotion that he called to mind those days of 
enthusiasm, when, renouncing his military career, he bade a final 
adieu to the world and its vanities, and devoted himself wholly to 
the service of his Divine Master. ‘The times were then grave. The 
chill blast of persecution had bowed down the proudest heads, dis- 
persed the pastors, and devastated the flocks. Yet encouraged by 
the example of some aged preacher or some poor prophetess who 
still bade defiance to rigorous edicts and maintained at the risk of 
their lives the drooping cause of Protestantism, we have seen this 
man of noble birth, brought up in ease and refinement, attending 
the assemblies in the desert, encountering every danger, living like 
the peasants themselves,—his companions, rude mountaineers, and he 
their friend and pastor. ... .. When persecution fell upon him 
also, we find our hero flying from the chateau of his fathers, and 
becoming a wanderer on the face of the earth, an exile and a 
stranger. Happy time! exile opened to him a new field of activity 
in the service of the Church. By his missionary journeys in 
Switzerland, England, Germany, Sweden, Denmark, and holland, 
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and his pressing appeals to small and great, he was enabled to raise 
funds sufficient not alone for founding a college at Lausanne for the 
training of pastors for his native country, but for the purchase of 
religious books for his persecuted brethren. THe was also instru- 
mental in eliciting the sympathies of the Protestant Powers on 
behalf of the most unfortunate amongst the sufferers. Thanks to 
his exertions, galley-slaves were liberated, and the lot of other 
prisoners made more tolerable.” 

We earnestly recommend this work, as illustrating the great trials 
and persecutions of the Protestants of France, in dungeons, on the 
gallows, and at the stake, during the second quarter of the last 
century, and the spirit and active principles of the papacy. ‘The 
same sufferings await every Protestant land whose Government or 
people permit Rome to wield the secular arm, or do not :esist stead- 
fastly the pretentious claims of the Vatican. Persecution is in- 
herent in the system; Rome’s intolerance of liberty, and of the 
exercise of the right of conscience are unchanged and unchangeable, 
Hence the importance of such works to England, and the friends of 
civil and religious liberty over the whole world. 


Du Plan on the principle of giving for the Lord's work, 

‘But how ungrudgingly soever charity may be dispensed, it 
by no means follows that a Christian oug!t to regard himself 
as the absolute owner of his worldly possessions; he is simply 
a steward, he is not, it is true, obliged to give an account of 
his stewardship to his fellowmen, but to God he must account, 
for to Him we all belong more completely than the slave 
belongs to the master who has purchased him, and who keeps 
him ; it isGod who has created us, and redeemed us through 
the precious blood of His dear Son, and without the protection 
of Providence we could not exist for a single moment.” 

‘‘A Christian who does not look apon himself as proprietor, 
but only as trustee of the goods that he enjoys, studies how to 
please by his able management the master who has confided 
them to his care.” 

**God, who has bestowed upon all men for their own salva- 
tion and for the geod of the neighbours different degrees of talent, 
has not told them when He will call upon them to give an account 
of their stewardship. ‘They are but depositories of the talents, 
the property, and even the life that God has entrusted to them, 
and of which it may please Him at any moment to deprive them.’’* 


Gusert Wricut, tHE GosPELLER—A Tale of the Lollards, by F. 
Somnes MzerryweatHer. London: 8S. W. Parrrince & Co. 


It is gratifying to all true Protestants, that the history of the 
struggles of our forefathers for the truth of God's word is 
being written in a popular style, fit for the young as well as 
for the old. This is a story well told, bringing vividly 
* Benjamin du Plan, Deputy of the Reformed Church of France, Hodder 

and Stoughton, p. 384. 
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before us the hostility of the Church of Rome in England, in 
the time of Wiclitfe, and the power and force of the Divine 
Word on the consciences of our first Martyrs. Surely ‘our 
privileges were dearly bought.” This work is well got up, and 
would form an excellent prize for Sabbath Schools, and Bible 
or Protestant Classes. 

The Ingolsby Letters.—We rejoice to learn that a fourth edition of 
these invaluable letters are in the press, and will shortly be pub- 
lished. The able author has brought up his information to the 
present date. Orders for copies may be sent to W. T. Grsson, 
Protestant Educational Institute, 88, Parliament-street, London, 
5.W. 

A Protestant Text Book of the Romish Controversy, by James 
Topp, Examiner for the Protestant Educational Institute. 

This Text Book, perhaps the best that has yet appeared for the 
English reader, will shortly be published. It will prove eminently 
useful as a Text Book for classes conducted by clergymen of all 
Protestant denominations. 


Temptation, its Nature and Limits, by Rev. Danret Moors, M.A., 
Vicar of Trinity Church, Paddington.—Harcnarps, Piccadilly. 
The perusal of these short lectures are fitted to brace up the 

aged and most experienced Christian, as well as to afford 

important instruction to the young. The lectures go over a wide 
and deeply interesting field, in reference to the author of 
temptation, method and forms of temptation, its subtle workings, 
the believer's safeguard’s and deliverances, and our Lord’s 
sympathy with the tempt:d. The analyses are clear and pointed. 

The short and pithy style is well fitted to build up the Christian, 

and to stimulate him to wage a good warfare for Christ in the 

midst of an evil world. The author truly says:—‘ The great 

strength of Satan (as a tempter) lies in adaptation,—he is a 

great observer of times avd seasons. He would not, as a rule, 

tempt us to acts of dishonesty when there are eyes upon us, 
or to sins of pride when we are alone. His aim is rather to 
find out the junction-point of happiest facilities, or the attractive- 
ness of the object, or the fitness of the occasion, or the accidental 
removal of outward barriers, and in the ascertained absence of 
all better and counteracting influences. Not that, as before 
argued, he has any power to bring about this favourable dis- 
position of external circumstances; but only that he can see 
where there is such a disposition, and knows how to turn it to 
the account of bis own designs.”’ p. 44, 45. 


The Royal Priesthood, by the Author of “ Light for the Dark,” dc. 

PartrincGe & Co., Paternoster Row. 

A very useful and handy book for Bible classes, or mothers’ 
meetings, on some of the most precious doctrines of the Gospel. 
Its value lies in the simple way in which the truths are stated ; 
and in the convenient form in which the texts of Scripture 
supporting those truths are, quoted. 
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New Edition, with additional Chapters, price 2s. 6d., cloth, 


The Priest, the Woman, and the 6onfessional, 
BY PERE O HINIQUY. 





Cc ONT E NTS. 
CHAPTER I.—The struggle before the surrender of womanly self-respect in the Confessional. 
CHAPTER Il.—Auricular Confession a deep pit of perdition for the priest. 
CHAPTER LII.—The Confessional is the mo. ern Sodom. 
CHAPTER IV.—How the vow of celib.c oy of the priest 1s made easy by Auricular Confession. 
CHAPTER V.—T ne highly educated and refined woman in the Confessional—What becomes 
of her after unconditional surrender.—Her irreparable ruin. 
CHAPTER VI.—Auricular Confession destroys all the sacred ties of marriage and human society. 
CHAPTER ViI.—Should Auricular Confession be tolerated among civilized nations ? 
CxHaPTEs VIII.—Does Auricular Confession bring peace to the soul ? 
CHAPTER IX.—The dogma of Auricular Confession a sacrilegious imposture 
CHaPTes X.—God compels the Church of Rome to confess the abominations of Auricular 
Confession. 
CHAPTER XI.—Some of the matterse en which the priest of Rome must question his penitents. 


OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 

e bears wituess to the voice of Nature, when he writes: ‘ More than once 
I have seen women tainting in the Confessional box,’ who afterwards told him ‘ that 
the necessity of speaking to an unmarried man oa certain things on which the most 
common laws of decency ought to have ever sealed their Jips, had almost killed them.’ 
He adds, not hundreds, put tuousands of times, I have heard from the dying lips of girls, 
as well as of married women, the awful words, ‘I am lost for ever; all my past confes- 
sions and communions have been so many eaciileges. I have never dared to answer 
correctly the questions of my Confessor. Shame nas sesled my lips and damned my 
soul, »” &.—Cambridge Express. 

. » Pere Chiniquy, in his remarkable volume, gives details of such effects, as 
narrated by the victims of the a and we can only say that we are amazed that 
any community not judicially blinded to its own interest can tolerate the institution a 
day longer among them.” — The Lowestoft News. 

. The suthor knows his subject perfestly, and has treated it with a skill 
that could be looked for only from such a man as Father Chiniquy,—Paisley and 
Renfrewshire Gazette. 

* After a long and varied experience in the priesthood of the Roman Catholic Church, 
Father Chiniquy, forced by the awful nature of the evils associated with his office to 
leave the Church with which be had been associated, now comes forward to give the 
public generally some idea of what tho.e evils are, and in the work before us he deals 
at considerable length with the subject of the Confessional. What he has to say is truly 
of the most appalling character, and doubtless, it is well that oa fathers and 
husbands should know the tendencies of the Confessional system. ””—Rock. 

“It isa remarkable work. It gives such an insight into the enormities of the Con- 
feasional as has never, perhaps, been given before. The writer speaks from bis own 
pees and personal kaowiedge as a Roman Catholic priest,”—The Ohristian 
Standa 


“ 


The writer, who is well qualified for the task he has undertaken, exposes 
in strong ‘language the iniquities which flow from the Confessional, showing its pernicious 
effect upon the souls of women and young girls, and giving instances from his own 
experience and know!edge, which the reader would be inclined to doubt, were they not 
vouched for by one who has had abundant opportunities of proving the truth of what he 
writes. "—Glasgow News. 

. Painful and horrible are words too weak to express the things which he 
relates—things enough to rouse the stones to cry out against a system which brings 
forth such apples of Sojom and deadly poieon to the Churcn, the family, society, and the 
soul. ”"—The Record. 

“ This is a very extraordinary volume.”—Portsmouth Times and Naval Gazette, 

“Suitable books, pamphlets, &c., should be plentiful now as autumn leaves, and among 
the first we recommend the judicious distribution of the late work of Pere Chiniquy on 
that master-piece of Satanic policy—the Confessionsl—The London Sun. 

. . The work before us is brief, easily understood, and, we should say, 
abundantly convincing.""—Greenock Telegrap yh. 

. In its pages will be found ample evidence of the danger of the Confes- 
sional.’ "Press and St. James’ Chronicle. 
. . Mr, Chiniquy is eminently qualified, both by experience and reading, to 
state what the Confessional really is; and we hesitate not to say that he has produced 
one of the most thrilling books with ‘which we are anquainted. "—Ooleraine Chronicle. 


LONDON: PUBLISHED BY W. T. GIBSON, 88, PARLIAMENT STREET; 
AXD THROUGH ALL BOOKSELLERS. 
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IANCOUS EXPENSES ........0.0000 197 § 118 
, Printing and Publications, 

including Reports, Tracts, 

Maps, and Armoury sent to 
subscribers, and Stationery.. 203 2 11 


EXPENDITURE. 


»» Subscriptions, Donations, 
and Collections at Mect- +g 
ings, including special 
donations, particulars of 

which are published in the 

AYIMOUTY 0b 506000 ss00ccerceseeecees 2062 13 6$ 
», Legacy to Protestant Asso- 

ciation, per Executors of 

the late Mrs. C, C. Poore, 


























HESS UULY ssorsererereeseeessveeee 2.9 op RAIN Sic nisrcovertesessinecne 6s 6 114 
» Books and Tracts sold... 2 0 of »» Books for Library and Stock so 8 64 
», Office Rents ... go °o Oo 
»» Salaries of Secretaries, Li- 
brarian, and Clerk ............ 665 © o 
| —— 2,344 19 7 
| ,, Balance at Bankers.......... o 19 88 9 
| » Balance with Assistant 
| HORURIOT jako sscctevscicene igeeenee a 
243 1 0 
£2,372 0 7 £2,372 9 7 











The above Accounts hare been duly examined, compared with the Vouchers, and found correct, 
and the Balances in the hands of the Bankers and Assistant Secretary respectively, are thirteen 
pounds, fifteen shillings, and sevenpence, and thirteen pounds, five shillings, and fivepence, 

(Signed) JNO. MOON, 
January 6, 1979. Accountant and Auditor, 3, New Broad Street, London, E,C. 





Subscribers of Ten Shillings and Sixpence are entitled to receive Reports, the 
Quarterly Magazine, the Armoury and other papers. 


Subscriptions and Donations earnestly solicited, to be remitted to the Secretary 
the Rev. G. R. Bapenocu, LL.D., 38, Parliament-street, London, S.W. P.O. 
Orders payable at Parliament-street,S, W. Bankers, Messrs. Herries, Farquha, 
& Co., 16, St. James-street, S.W. ’ 





FORM OF BEQUEST TO THE PROTESTANT EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTE. 


I GIVE AND BEQUEATH unto the PROTESTANT EDUCATIONAL INSTI- 

TUTE, established in London, the sum of pounds sterling to be paid within 

months after my decease, exclusively out of such part of my personal estate, 

not hereby specifically disposed of, as I may by law bequeath to charitable purposes, 

and I hereby lawfully charge such part of my estate with the said sum upon trust 

to be applied towards the objects of the said Institute: and I direct that the receipt 
of the Secretary and Treasurer shall be a sufficient discharge for the said legacy. 


“If the Testator wishes the legacy to be paid free of duty he will add the 
following words to the above form :—And I direct that the legacy duty upon the 
said legacy be paid by my Executors out of the same Fund, 














THE PROTESTANT EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTE, 


With which is Incorporated “The Protestant Association,” established 1835, 


Its Objects and How it carries out its Work. 


What is the object of the Protestant 
Educational Institute ? 


To give systematic inetruction to all 
classes of the community, on the distinc- 
tive doctrines of Protestantism and the 
history of the Reformation; also, 


Toresist all aggressions of the Papacy 
on the Constitution of #ngland as a Pro- 
testant kingdom. 


How does the Institute carry out this 
work ? 


It divides its operations into two depart- 
ments—the one called the EPUCATIONAL 
and the other the PARLIAMENTARY 
Department. 


I.—Tue EpvucaTioNaL DEPARTMENT. 
How is this Department conducted ? 


There are various moder, according to 
circumstances. In some localities clerg\- 
men and ministers agree to g.ve @ course 
of Lectures ; those who attend are enrolled 
as members of a Protestant Class ; with 
a view of stimulating to ciligent study 
Prizes are offered in money or books to 
those who agree to undergo an examina- 
tion at the close of the course of instruc- 
tion. 


In other cases, Prizes are offered to 
Students attending Colleges for the best 
# ssays On selected subjecta. 


In other cases assistance is giver to local 
Societies to establish Classes. 


But the principal mode of action is the 
establishment of Classes, conducted by 
one Clergyman or Lecturer, sent by the 
Institute to purticular localit.es. He 
gives a course of instruction, which con- 
cludes with an examination on the 
subject of his Leotures, and on a text- 
book. 


The Classes are held once a week, free 
to all who may desire to attend, 


How are the Examinations conducted ? 


In the case of adults belonging ‘o the 
working-class, the exam‘natious are oral ; 
in the case of youths, partly oral end 
partly in writing; in the cate of young 
men and women belongirg to the middle 
and upper classes, entirely in writing. 
The examination lasts from two to three 
hoars. 


Has the Institute any other classes ? 


Yes. Classes for iustruction in Short 
hand writing, in order to train up an- 





efficient band of young men, instructed in 
the Protestant ciasses, who may fill res- 
ponsible places in connection with the 
publis press. It is necesary thus to 
counteruct the influence of Roman 
Catholic Kditers and Reporters The 
tyste of having Reporters for the public 
press by the priestsof Kome has been 
carried out for many years. 


Is there any necessity for such System- 
atic Instruction ? 


The necessity is verv great. The 
people are forgetting the distinctive 
doctiines of Protestantism, or have not 
been taught them. The histories of our 
struggles for truth and Christianity are 
perverted, and the great vrinciples which 
constitute England a “Protestant king- 
dom” are assailed and undermined; 
moreover, great efforts are made to 
instruct people in Ritualism and Komaa- 
ism. 


The Iustitute has also collected a large 
Library ¢f 8 audard Works, for consult- 
ation and reference—free to all members 
of its classes. 


IL—Tsxe PARLIAMENTARY DEPARTMENT. 


How is the work under this Department 
carried on ? 


There is a Parliamentary Agent, whose 
duty it isto attend inthe Lobby of the 
House of Commons, to confer with mem- 
bers on every measure which affects the 
interests of Protestantism. 


_ Every such measure is carefully exam- 
ined, and statements published in refer- 
apes to them are widely circulated. 
Also, 


Action is taken in concert with Protest- 
ant members to oppose Romish measures. 


Is there any other way by which this 
Department is useful ? 


By a Quarterly Periodical called Tue 
ArMouRY, &®ad by communications with 
the public press and p and other 
official bidies. Also. 





By holding public meetings, and care- 
fully watching the encroachments of tha 
Ultramontanes on Civil liberty at home, 












in the Colo: iss, and on the Continext of 
Europe, Alsc, 





By communicating with Protestant 


Societies and «ther: orrespondents, at 
home in the Colonies, onthe Continent of 
Europe, and America. 


Subscriptions aud. Donations. may be remitted to the Secretary, the 
Rey. G. R. BaDENOCH, LL.D., 38, Parliament Street, London, 8.W. 





